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Gandhi in India had not been thought of. In fact, the tune
was not ripe for it, for a mass movement could be organised
only when there was a strong feeling of wrong and injustice.
The concept thai colonialism or imperialism is per se wrong
was not as widely held in the nineteenth century as it is in
the twentieth. The specific acts of injustice for which the
ruling authority were responsible were not widely known or
appreciated at the time. It was to the credit of Romesh
Dutt that he had analysed the economic administration of
the British rule and brought to the notice of his countrymen
the wrong perpetrated on them. He had thus contributed to
the creation of conditions which made mass movement pos-
sible in future, and it was left to a leader of the stature of
Mahatma Gandhi to give form and shape to it. Romesh
Dutt and leaders of his generation could hardly be blamed
for not initiating or advocating a movement for which the
time came a decade or two later.

The views of Romesh Dutt and the Moderates on the
pace of political progress also deserve mention. Romesh
Dutt was satisfied with the Minto-Morley Reform
which, according to modern standards, could hardly be re-
garded as even an introduction to a democratic form of Gov-
ernment. His belief in gradual evolution was undoubtedly
based on caution, and the desire to ensure that the people
should be trained by experience for the democratic process.
The argument in support of this view was that even in a
country like England the democratic form had evolved over
a long period of years. There was perhaps^ something to be
said for it, but a programme of gradual evolution is possible
only with the cooperation of the rulers. It presumes willing-
ness on the part of the rulers to transfer power gradually, a
presumption which is hardly ever substantiated. In the
absence of such cooperation the measure of "reform" achiev-